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Commissioner for Patents 

This communication is in response to the inquiry by appUcant's representative, Mr. Kenneth Green as to the status of this appHcation 
on 10/13/2004. 

The drawings, including Figures 5, 5a and 5b, as originally filed are acceptable by the examiner. The Brief Description of the 
Drawings and the Specification make reference to all three of these drawing figures as properly labeled. 
A copy of these drawings are attached to illustrate those that are acceptable by the examiner. 
They are indicated in the IFW system as filed 2/22/2002, but are stan^ed 5/16/2002. 

The replacement drawings submitted on 5/15/2002 omitted the sheet of drawings that included Fig. 5a and Fig. 5b. This set of 

drawings was submitted in repsonse to the "Pre-Exam Informalities Notice" mailed 3/19/2002. 

The drawing sheets submitted and stamped 5/16/2002 are acceptable by the examiner. 

The confusion probably arose because of various sets of drawings in the paper file of this application. 

Applicant submitted on 6/16/2004, in response to the "NOTICE OF DRAWING INCONSISTENCY WITH SPECIFICATION", 
mailed by the Office on 5/13/2004, a copy of the originally filed Figures 5a and 5b, but is incorrectly labeled as "Fig. 5" and "Fig. 5a". 
This drawing sheet is not accepted by the examiner because the labeles for the drawings are incorrect. 

This application does contain drawing figures, Fig. 5, Fig. 5a and Fig. 5b, indicated as acceptable by the examiner and copies are 
attached to avoid any confusion. 



Attachment: two sheets of drawing figures, a sheet with "Fig. 5" and a sheet with "Fig.5a" & "Fig. 5b". 
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